
Dr. Il. 2. B0nner 
Osborn Botanical LabOratory 
Yale University 
HBW Haven, Corm. 

I have just rsweived Leetar’ paper on the galztosidase of z&ant K-12 
for review from c&k0 Archivea. 

On the whole it is a well-written paper-- much batter t&n i:ttc Landman's, 
and q only suggestion ww motiv~tiiid by the editors' request that I recommend 
Bhat parts of it could be mope ecOno&.cally presented. 

The cUltWe Us&i iwe brought in iid iiCC, arid the:% is no discx53ion Of the 
place of his results against the general back@~und of work (that is,Ours) 
on the subjeot. Several of the genetiu stitedmnts: the non-alleli= of T-45 
with Y-53, and +&a identity Of Y-W, are soq3loM.y u~&~3tl;n~&&;l. I am less 
conasrntid wi+% pri~~rity th.zn with having this popor :&e SCWCJ. 

By the tJ.m yau gai; %hia, ths 1951 ZW ~olilw~ whcdd 'be arailabls. Lester 
d&lt WWI correct Qg 3kst43lXl6i~t tit LAC3- (J-45) is ctxipletaly Qficient 
in lactase. 'here is also a considsrable'discussion of related issues in 
-qv chapter in Qenetice In the 20th Century. Don't you think that thla paper 
would be more useful i& it were more explicit& correlated with parallel studies? 

In case there is any ambiguity in the record, Y-53 and ‘8-45 are UV mutants 
frora Y-10 and 58-361 respectively. Y-70 was isolated from Y-53, after UV, as a 
stable derivative. Esther's genetic analysis, from which she concluded that it 
represents a stable allele at the same loous, is recorded briefly in the CSH 
ms., more fully in her Ph.D. thesis, and in a paper in press llAlfellc relation- 
ships and revere mutation in Eschsrichia coli .+I If you'd like, Esther aays she'll 
be glad to send a copy for e reasonable time. I hope that it was appropriate 
for me to writs directly to you; I thought you'd be in a better position to 
advise Lester on a proper course. If we ever make any comparable errors, I 
hope you'll bring it to our attention. 

Your8 sincerely, 

Joshua Lederberg 


